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I June 9, 1971 

Dear Harold, 

Thanks for your exe mailing of 6 / 6 . I'm sorry to hear about nil s 
accident; please give her my best wishes for a speedy recovery. 

You asked about the page labeled "38-39 " (sac) in Cb 2 44. As far S as 
I can figure, there is no additional page. I suspect this is 

innocent, a result of having had the pages numbered in two sections (the 
second starting with page 40), rather than all at hex once, a think it 
occured in a couple of other places too. _ 

You mentioned that you were not aware that Sprague had publishea ana 
of the Ward & Paul stuff you found first. I was not suggesting that he had 
to have gotten it from someone to whom you gave it. a was referring uo page 
35 of the July 1970 Computers and Automation , which published one of the ward 
& Paul items as well as the Milteer pages from CD 1347. 

As for your using my Quiroga materials I don't think a have any, except xor 
some CD's which are now available and notes on them, As you know, I don t thank 
I can properly pufc restrictions on this kind of material, and I am not doing so 
for you. What I really want is a nkEEK chance to go over whatever you write 
early EHHHgkfc enough to be able to add to it. As ibu ask who a consider 
responsible and informed enough to interview Quiroga and Hitler; that obviously 
pretty much restricts it to me and you, rights' a might be able to think Ox 
others with a little effort. 

In your letter of 5 / 29, you asked for a copy of the routing slips for 
CD ±$. 1075. What I have is too faint to be copied; . sorry. _ _ , 

Time flies — I had better get back to my thesis. At this rate 1 won t 
get it done for year si 


cc: JHS 

P.S.: I’m enclosing (to both) my May clipping list and my 6/5 letter to Mitchell 
appealing the F of I denials. I am asking Jim b. if he wants a copy, on 
a mnc personal and confidential basis. m1 Although everything x say as 

accurate, I hope, I did not offer my actual preferred interpretation of the 
Quiroga and Butler stuff. 


Sincerely, 

/Lx 



More: back to your letter of 5 / 29, page 2: You refer to Bringuier's testimony 

that two FBI agents interviewed Oswald. Not that I would believe Carlos, but I 
can't find this. He did say that Oswald was interviewed by more than one policeman; 
no specification of FBI. (IOH 38 ) 

"You asked for a copy of CE 826, the Kaaek report, which is also CD 12. I 
do not have a full-size copy, but there is a copy which is larger than that 
published in Volume 17 in the FPCC file, which I think you have} it is item 5 


in that file. 


June 11 


Something rather odd I just noticed: check CE 835, page 2 of the affidavit. 
Hoover says LHO was questioned after the assassination to see if he would confess, 

"as well as to obtain any information he might have been able to furnish of a 
security nature." that?'/ The sees only innocent explanation that springs to mind is 
that Hoover needed a formal excuse to skss interject his agents into a local case. 
This identical formulation was also used in Hoover's letter of l/27 (my #=101.2) 

purporting to set forth all FBI contacts with xhO. Stray thought - isn t that how 
you would describe a contact with a: with a PSI? Comments, please. 

Paul 



